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A NEW FRAGMENT OF THE DECREE OF CHREMONIDES 
By Kendall K. Smith 

Among the new fragments gathered by Mr. Kirchner into his 
first revised volume of Attic inscriptions (Inscriptiones Graecae, 
Voluminis II et III Editio Minor, Pars Prima, Fasciculus Prior, 
1913) is one which was discovered on the Acropolis in 1910 (No. 
686), and known to the editor only through the copy and other 
information sent from Athens by Mr. Skias. It contains the begin- 
nings of 34 lines, whose restoration can be effected by using from 46 
to 49 letters in a line, written approximately stoichedon. The con- 
tent is clear: the first 23 lines form the conclusion of a decree of the 
Athenian state arranging for co-operation with Areus, king of Sparta, 
and Sparta's allies against Antigonus II (Gonatas); the space of 
one line is left vacant, and then the last 11 lines contain incomplete 
articles of alliance. 

It was naturally recognized that the matters referred to were 
connected with the provisions of the decree of Chremonides passed 
in the Athenian Ecclesia on the ninth of Metageitnion, 266 b.c. — the 
next document in the Corpus (No. 687), as arranged by Mr. Kirchner. 
His own words on this point are, "Hoc decretum," i.e., the new frag- 
ment, "paullo ante id quod sequitur factum esse facile perspicitur. 
Nam vocibus psephismatis t. 687, 20 ko.1 (6 8rjpos) tovs \01wovs 
"EXXr/j'as e^^wrrat irapaKaXelv iiri ttjv avrriv irpoaipeaiv (sc. 
<Tvppaxia.s) respiciuntur v. 1 sq. huius decreti. Porro quae illic 
leguntur v. 27, ical irpiofieis airb twv avveSpuv aire<TTCL\Ka<nv (ol 
[Classical Philology IX, July, 1914] 225 
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AaneSainovioi,) irpbs tov br\p,ov referenda sunt ad ea quae supra 
exstant v. 10, rovs irpeafieis rovs r\Kovras wap' avrcov." Mr. 
Kirchner's conclusion is, "Titulum una cum insequenti exaratum et 
publice propositum esse existimo. Hoc inde colligitur quod et 
uterque lapis eandem manum indicat eiusdemque longitudinis 
versus habet et quod huic titulo foederis formula addita est, quam 
antequam foedus iure iurando (t. 687, 51 sq.) sancitum esset, lapidi 
incidi non potuisse apparet." 

As Mr. Kirchner remarks, the two documents are written in the 
same hand, on the same kind of marble, and in lines of equal length. 
He might have added, what his lemmata show, that the slabs are of 
equal thickness. But, quite apart from these considerations, a 
reading of the new fragment must compel one to conclude that the 
editor has not gone far enough. The language points unmistak- 
ably in the same direction as the hand-writing, material, etc. These 
are not preliminary, but completed negotiations. The crvvedpoi 
are not to discuss alliance but to represent Athens in the Congress of 
the Allies, of whom Athens must already have become one: x«P°- 
Tovrjaai Se nal avvcbpovs 8vo rbv orjpov amino. juaXa «§ 'Adrivalav 
airavTcov ovrives fiera re 'Ap&os ical r&v airb ruv avp.p,ax<^v airo<JTe\- 
\ofikvo3V <Twe8po)i> fiovkevaovTOii. trepl ruv /coivrji <Tvp.<j>ep6vTow. 

Better proof of this is found in the fact that the alliance itself 
appears on the new stone. Mr. Kirchner's assumption that these 
are separate documents forces him to the awkward theory that 
the earlier decree was not actually inscribed until after the passage 
of the later one, and that then, with the alliance ratified, the articles 
were added below the earlier one, for some unknown reason, in the 
wrong place. They ought to be on the stone which decrees the 
alliance. The decree above them ought to be part of the motion of 
Chremonides. 

Apparently, these arguments dash themselves against a solid 
wall of fact. You cannot add to what is already complete. Such 
is asserted to be the case with the Chremonidean decree. In Mr. 
Kirchner's lemma the formula of completeness is expressed as fol- 
lows: "Fr. a =11, 332+fr. 6=11, 332 (sicY + h. c=II, 5, 510d. 
Fragmenta tria marmoris Hymettii, quae coniunxit Wilhelm." The 

'This is an error for II, 333. 
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fragments themselves at first glance bear out this statement. They 
give the beginning of the document and the end. Their only vul- 
nerable point is the joint between fragment a, on the one hand, and 
fragments b and c, on the other. Before the discovery of the fitting 
of c to b, fragments a and b were printed together and the lines were 
numbered continuously (Dittenberger, Syll. 2 , 214; Roberts-Gardner, 
57). It seems to have been assumed that Wilhelm's addition of c 
helped to cement the juncture, even though by projecting above b it 
compelled b to drop a line lower than before. At all events, some 
such preconception must have prevented the consideration of 686 as 
a part of 687. 

None of the editors has ever actually affirmed that the stones 
b, c join a by contact-surfaces. Wilhelm wrote of a and b (Ath. 
Mitth., XVII [1892], 194), "ich kann auf Grund einer kuerzlich 
vorgenommenen Pruefung versichern, dass in dem von mir ergaenz- 
ten Bruchstuecke thatsaechlich der Schlussteil der Urkunde CIA 
II, 332 vorliegt." His only statement with regard to c is, "An das 
von mir .... mit CIA II, 332 verbundene Bruchstueck II, 333 
passt IV, 2, 510d links an" (Goett. Gel. Anz. [1903], 789). The 
assumption that all three fragments are inseparably connected may 
rest on these words. But Wilhelm's real statement is merely that 
fragments b, c are from the same stone as fragment a. 

Therefore, it is after a, if anywhere, that the new stone must fit. 
This is also borne out by the contents of 686. They make a perfect 
continuation of 687a. In fragment a we read the resolution authoriz- 
ing the alliance, and directions for its being inscribed on a bronze 
tablet which is to be set up beside the temple of Athena Polias on 
the Acropolis. The concluding lines prescribe that " the magistrates 
shall give to the ambassadors present from the Allies the oath respect- 
ing the alliance." The fragmentary words at the beginning of 686 
deal with "taking oaths," presumably from the Allies. Then fol- 
lows the provision for the election of commissioners to the Congress, 
and after this, expressions of esteem to the two ambassadors from' 
the Allies and the routine prescription for the engraving of the 
decree on a marble stele. 

Without the addition of this new material there is no commenda- 
tion of the ambassadors and no provision for inscribing the document 
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on the marble slab which we have preserved. The words in a, 42, 
avayparpat. airrqv, etc., refer only to the articles of alliance; which 
is also true of the concluding lines of 6. The latter, furthermore, do 
not deal solely with this particular slab but with those erected by 
each of the Allies in "whatever sanctuary they please." The point 
of this seems to have passed unnoticed. This is the language of the 
instrument itself, as proposed to the various states. Indeed, repeat- 
ing as they do the last provision in a, regarding the oaths of the 
Athenians, in addition to the directions for engraving, fragments b 
and c are plainly part of the original terms submitted to the Athenian 
Ecclesia and the basis for the language of the motion of Chremonides. 
In other words b, c are not a continuation of a at all, but of 686, 
where, as has already been stated, articles of alliance occupy the 
second half of the stone. 

The above arguments prove that 687 can be divided, that 686 
contains material which 687 ought to have, and that the contents 
of 686 logically fit between the two halves of 687. Fortunately, the 
case does not have to rest there. Through the kindness and interest 
of Mr. W. S. Ferguson, visiting professor at the American School of 
Classical Studies at Athens, and the hearty co-operation of Mr. 
Leonardos, ephor of the Epigraphical Museum, it has been possible 
for me to test my conclusions by the stones themselves. The new 
fragment was brought from the Acropolis and placed beside 687a 
in the Museum. "The juxtaposition of the two," writes Mr. Fergu- 
son, "showed at a glance that your idea as to the relation of the two 
is entirely correct. The squeeze which I herewith enclose reveals 
only the mode of contact of the upper surface of the two fragments; 
it does not reveal the perfect juncture which the middle and lower 
portions make. As to the connection of the two there can be no 
question whatsoever; .... the tapering as well as the color and 
grain of the stone show (if further proof were needed) that 686 and 
687 are parts of the same document." Such confirmation as this is 
final. There can no longer be any doubt that 686 is the central 
portion of the decree of Chremonides. 

As to c, b, Mr. Ferguson writes, " If I had instruments of precision, 
I think I might be able to determine the position of fragments c, b in 
the entire stone; for the stone tapers slightly from top to bottom. 
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I made a rough computation in the museum but my eye was about 
my only guide. I should say, however, that very little is lost between 
them and the new fragment." 

The accompanying transcript presents the inscription constituted 
on the basis of these new facts. It will be seen on comparison with 
the Corpus that I have attempted much more in the way of restora- 
tion than Mr. Kirchner. In this I have received valuable sugges- 
tions from Mr. Ferguson, whose generous labors in my behalf must 
be apparent to all who read this article. I have indicated his restora- 
tions in the notes by the letter F. A few of the readings in the Corpus 
have been replaced by others of my own. In all such cases I have 
given the older reading in my commentary and marked it by the 
letter K. The letter S indicates my restorations when I have com- 
mented on them in the notes. Most of these, however, can be seen 
immediately by comparing the following copy with the copy in the 
Corpus. 

a © e o [i]. 

'Eirl HuSii&tjfum op^ovTOs err! T>}s 'Epe^etSos Sevrepas ir- 
[p]vravaas - 

MerayciTvuovos evaYa laraptvov, ivdru rrjs irpvrava- 
5 as - fKK\t]<ria Kvpia- rmv irpoeSpwv «ra^$i£ev SaitrrpoTOs K- 
aXX.urTpa.Tov 'Epxieiis ko.1 tru/nwpoeSpor 1! V V ?So£ev t£>i 817- 
p.ioi- VVV Xpe/ioivi'Sijs 'Et«ok\o)vs AlOaXCStp airev iiredti) 
irpoTtpop. piv 'AOrjvatot Kal Aa/ce&u/iovioi Kal ol crvp.pa)(- 
01 ol £KaT«p<i)v tptXiav «ai o-uppxi\lav kowtjv iroirjo-dp.evo- 

10 1 irpbs eavTovs iroXXovs Kal koXovs dyaivas ^ycovitravro p.t- 
t' aXXijXmv irpbs tows KaToSovXovtrftu tos iroXeis tiri^ap- 
ouvras, e£ 8>v eavrois T€ S6$av SKTTqo-avTO Kal rots a\A[o]is 
EAA170XV irapto-Ktvao-av rrjv iXevOtpiav Kal vvv 8e K\a]ipu>v 
KaOfi\r)<poT<i>v bpaltov -njv "EAAaSa iraxrav 81a to\vs icjoTaAve- 

15 iv tn-i^apovvros tovs ti vopjovs ko\ tols irarpCovi eicaoT- 
01s iroXtTtias o re /3a<Ti\«vs IlToAe/M(.T6s okoXovOws to t- 
a>v TTpoyovaiv Kal rei Trjs d8eA.<£i}s irpo[a]ip«r« <pavtpos io~T- 
iv o-irov8d£un> virip Trjs Koivrjs t[<ov] 'EWrjvaiv iXevdepiai ■ Kal 
6 o^poi 6 AOrjvaitov o-vppa\!av irovqo-ap.tvo<i jrpos airov Kal 

20 tovs Xoiirovs "TZXXrjvas iif/rj<pioTai TrapaKaXetv iirl Trjv avrr)- 
v TTpoaipeo-w dxravra)? S« Kal AaKeSai/udvioi <f>i\oi Kal o-vp.- 
pjax 01 T0 *> ftao-iXiots ovtk HroXepaiov Kal irpos tov Srjpov t- 
6v Adrjvaitav efolv exf/rjipio-pLevot. o-uppa\lav pera. tc 'HAetW 
Kal 'A^auov koI TeyeaTwv Kal Mavrivew ko.1 'Op^o/tevtW <ca- 

25 I <£ia[Aeo>v] Kal Ka<pviu>v Kal Kprjraaov oo-oi tUrlv iv Ttt o~vp.p- 
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[a^iat r]« Aa(cc8atp:ovtu>v Kal 'Ap«i>s »cat tS>v dXXwv o-vp,fjA)(ut- 
[v (cat] irplaliwi diro tS>v <rvv(Spu>v djr£0-TaX(cao-iv »rpds tov 8»}- 
[ftov] (cat 01 irapaytyovoTK trap' avrmv £p.<pavt'£ovo-tv rr\v Tt A- 
aKfSatuovtW (cat 'Ap«os (cat Tuiv dXXcov crvp.fid;(<ov <ptX.OTi.fxi- 

30 av, ijv poverty jrpds tov 8>}uov, (cat tijv irepi TJ}s avp.[ui)(fas opoX- 
oytitv iJ(covo-i (CO/tt£ovT£s* 07r<os av ovv KOivrji 6/x.ovouis ytvop- 
evj^ tois "EAAtj(7i. irpds T£ tovs vvv ljStxjjKOTas (cat Traptawov- 
SjjKOTas tos irdXas irpoOvfuoi fxtra tov fSao-iXtay; YlToXt/xaiov 
Kal /ter' dXXiyXtuv V7rap^<o(riv dywioTou (cat ro Xotirov u£#' opov- 

35 outs o~o)i^<i«Tiv tos jrdXas' # J> l) !> dya#»/i tvx£i Seoo^oi to>[i 8]- 
^/to)i tt)v fwv <piX!av Kal Trjv o-vpfj/x^uiv £tvai 'A^jjvaiois k[oi] 
AaKfSat/tovibis (cat tow /8ao"tX«vo-tv toTs Aa(ce8aip;ov[i<i>v] 
(cat 'HXetbts Kal A^atois (cat TeyeaTats (cat MavTtvevaj tv (caj- 
1 'Op^outvibts Kal tyiaXtwrw Kal Kacpvcvatv Kal Kpi^r^tvci]- 

40 v otrot ev Ttt o~vppa\iat. turlv T«T AaKcSat/xovtW (ca[t 'Apetos] 
(cat tois ctAAois cmu/id^ots Kvpiav ets tov dVavra f^pdvov, rjv] 
yKovcri (Cop.t£ovT£$ 01 irptcrfltK- Kal dvaypdt/'a[i avT»/v t6v yp]- 
aujuaTca tov Kara irpuTavctav «V otjjXiji xaX(c[»7i zeal crr»}o-ai t]- 
v d(cpo7rdXet 7rapd tov veto ttjs 'A#?;vas T)}s lIo[XtdSos . d/idam oe | 

45 [to] dp^eia tois irpio , f3tO'i.v tois irapoytyo[vdo-tv 7rap' auraiv to] 

[v opKov toJv irept T>}s o-vppayfas koto. to[s ow&jkos- tovs 8e ^t]- 
(686) d fipo]Tovfrj^«VTas] turd tov 817/xov irp[<o-y3]e[vav avTuca otTtves to]- 

[vs dp(covs a7roX[»/i/'OVTai 7rapa] t<S[v XotirtSv 'EXX»}v<ov v V V \tipOTO\- 
[vjijerat St Kal crvve8povs [Bvo tov Srjaov avTt«a fxaXa t£ A^jjvattoJ- 

50 v dirdvTtuv orrtves ft£Ta t« 'Apetos f koi Ttiiv otto tSv o-vp.pA\<i>v a]- 
7roo-T£XXop,eva)v ffuvtSptov )8o«Xtvo"ovT[at irtpt Ttlv (totv^t <tv\- 
p.<ptp6vTa>v /ucpt^ctv St Tots atpe6'eto r [tv tovs €7rt T^t Stotx]- 
■qo-u eis et^dSta ov av xpovov O7ro8i;p.o>[o-iv d Tt av SiaxetpoTO ]- 
vouvTt 8d^« Ttilt &qp.a>v ciratvtVat 8 t £ tovs i<j>6pov% AoKtoatj- 

55 p.ovuov (cat 'Apea Kat tovs tn)p./ict)(ous [(cat crT£<povoicrai owTOiis] 
Xpvo~a>L OT«pdv<ut (caTa t6v vdp-ov €jr[aivtcrat St (cat tovs irpccrj- 
/3as tovs ^kovtos wap' avTaiv v ©co/4" - ■ - AaxtSa]- 
ifi.6vi.ov V V 'Apyiiov KXctvtov 'HXetofv V Kal o-Ttcpavaicrat «kot]- 
cpov avrSv \pvo-u>i crTtcpdvcot Kara, [rov vofwv <^tXortp.<as eve\- 

60 (ca (cat cvvoias ^s ?X owru ' ' r£ p[' T£ tovs dXXovs crvp-ud^ovs (ca]- 

1 tov 8^p.ov tov 'AOrjvaiasv- tlva[i Sk (Karipoii airutv Kal akko dyj- 
a^ov evpicrOai irapa rrjs j8ovX[^s (cat tov Sjjoov «dv tov Soxoicrtv] 
d£tot ctvat. (caXccrat oe ovt[ovs (cat «7rt ^cvia tts To TrpvTavctJ- 
ov tts avptov dvaypdi/'at Se [koi toSc to i/i^cpttr/na tov ypap./utT«J- 

65 a tov Kara, irpvravtiav cictt[i;Xi/v XiBivijv (cat Tas frvv0>j(cas (ca]- 
1 trTJjcrai ev d(cpoirdXct, tts [8c t^v dvaypat/iijv Tt Kal ivadiaiv t]- 
»Js 0"T)yX»7S utptcrat tovs iir[i tj?i StotKjJo-tt to dvdXto/to o av ye'vj- 
irrat . J) V V 5 vve Spot otSc (cff^tpordvijvTat J • 
J) » ff » KdXXt7riros *EX£vo-iv[tos ] 
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vacat spatium unius versus 

70 ~$irov8al /cat arv/ifui^ui [Aa/ceSai/xovtots rt /cat Tots (TVfi.fiA\o\- 
ts Aa/ce8at/M>v«ov 7rpos ['A&tvcuovs /cat tovs <ru^t/u£xovs 'A01/'']" 
atW eis tov djravra [xpdvov . V V V *E^av ttjv lavTcov ekevdep]- 
ovs ovras /cat avro[vd/*ovs, iroAiTetas 7roAtTevop;cVovs Kara] 
Ta irdrpia - tav 8« t[is ttt «rt iroXt/iuii iirl ttjv \<i>pav ttjv 'A&jv]- 

75 atW 77 to«s vd/xo[vs /caTaAvet A0rp>aimv rj dSt/cct tovs crv/x/td]- 
Xovs tovs 'A6r)v[aiu>v, fiorjOttv Aa/ccSat/xovtovs /cat crv/tftax]- 
[o]vs tovs A[a/c«8at/xovto)v koj&oti av orayytXAcoo-tv tdv 8c t)- 
ts let «rt ■?t[o\£/mih cVt ttjv \u>f>av ttjv Aa/ccSatpvoviW •>; tovs] 
vd/xovs Ko.T[a\va. Aa/ccSatpx/vtW 17 d8t/cet tovs crvu/tdxovs A]- 

80 a/ce8ai/4ovia>v, &or)0eZv 'AOrrvauovs /cat tovs crv/x/xdxovs 'A0)jv]- 
[aiW /cafldrt av orayyeAAcoo-tv -------.] 

i]8 c 

Aa/ceSatuovtov]s Kal tovs o-v/tudxovs 'A0»7va[i]- 6 

[01s /cat Tots <rv/x/*dxots - » dfio]<rai Sc 'A8t|valovs /*«v Aa/ce8at- 

85 [/xovtbis /cat Tots dtro t/cdortjs] ir6X.eus tovs orpaTrjyovs /cat t- 

[r)v ftovXrjv tovs [ ■* H /cat tovs dp]xovras Kal cpvAdp^ovs /cat Ta$ t- 
[dp^ovs TovSe t6v opKov V dpjvvw ACa r[T7]v"H\tov*Ap77 'A&jvav 'Ape- 
[tdv Ilocretoaj Ar;/x»jTpav e]p[|i]cyctv iv Ttt crv/x/xaxtat T«t yey- 
[enjp^eV^f fvopKovmv /xtv] iroXX[d /cd]ya(?d, «rcop/coijo-i 8t Tava- 

90 [vTta - V Aa/ce8aifu>viovs 8«] 'A8t|[va]tois o/waai Kara ravra tov- 
[s ftaxrtXus /cat tovs €<pdpo]vs [/cat] tovs yepovTas - Kara. Tavrd 8- 
[e dudcrat /cat /card Ta<^ra)>s dXAas] irdXtts tovs dp^ovTas. * cdv 8- 
[e 80/071 Aa/ce8at/xovtots /cat t]ois crv/x/xaxots /cat 'Aftjvatots 
[d/tttvov ctvat irpoo-Oeivai Tt] /cat d<pe\civ irept T^s crv/x/xa;(t- 

95 [as o dv 80/071 ducpoTcpots, evo]p/cov etvat . dvaypdi/'at 8e T^v crv- 
[/t/*ax«av tv tmjAats XttA/auJs Kat crT^crat iv UpS>i oirov dv fiov- 
[AcovTat]. 

Line 46— TA [IIATPIA]. K., F. TA[S STNOHKAS]. S. The 
form of oath to be taken by the Athenian officials is prescribed in 
the articles of alliance (lines 84-90). [TOTS AE HAH XEIPO]- 
T0N[HGENTA2], "I assume that men were already selected rot's 
Xoixoi>$ 'EXXtjvos .... irapaKakeiv iirl ti)v avrf/v irpoaipecnv (lines 
20 ff.)." F. HAH must be omitted if KATA TAS STN9HKAS 
stands. 

Line 47— nP[E2B]E[TEIN]. "At present nothing is legible 
after nP, but this is due to a recent chipping of the stone. The 
indications all point to the correctness of Kirchner's reading: 
nP[ESB]E." F. Older squeezes give the letter E. [EAESHAI AE 
nPESBEIS nENTE (.?)]. K. The last line of 687a is the first 
line of 686. 
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Line J#.— AII0A[H*0MEN0T2]. K. Tfl[N AOIIIfiN EAAH- 
NflN]. F. "The is certain. The Corpus is wrong in writing 0. 
What precedes may be a T, as Kirchner suggests. Nothing suits 
the indications better. The little slanting line of the preceding letter 
may be part of the curve of an omicron." (F. thought of AIIO.) 
"Of the third letter beyond only the top is visible and that faintly. 
It may be the slightly chipped upper end of an iota; or it may be 
the upper point of an alpha, delta, or lambda. The iota is quite as 
good as any of the others." F. The slanting line before T can 
very well be A. Although crowding seems necessary, IIAPA, not 
AIIO, is the regular word in this idiom. I assume that the preceding 
AI occupy one space. I is a constantly disturbing factor in the 
alignment of this inscription. The spaces between letters in a hori- 
zontal direction seem to have occupied the mind of the letterer more 
than the vertical columns. Therefore, the narrow letter I frequently 
becomes an extra letter in the line. (See 687<z, 18, 30, 33. For the first 
17 lines the number of letters is maintained at 46. With the combi- 
nation 01 in the word KOINHS of line 18 the letters begin to be set 
more and more to the left of the letters above them, until by the 
time EAAHNQN is reached a letter has been added to the line, 
bringing the total up to 47. This number is kept until line 30 is 
reached. In the middle of this line 13 letters, KAI THN IIEPI THS, 
containing, it will be perceived, the letter I twice, are accommodated 
to the space of 12 letters TON AAAON 2TMM, in which no I occurs. 
At the end of this line another letter is added, raising the total to 
49. Line 31 contains the same number, but not through following 
the alignment of the line preceding. The extra letter at the end is 
omitted and TI occupy the space of one letter at the beginning. 
The next line, 32, has only the single letter N under IT and, as the 
remainder follows the line above, this reduces the number of letters 
to 48. Both of these last two lines might well have been longer by a 
letter if it had not happened that the iotas and the closer spacing 
fell under one another. This did not happen in the next line, 33, 
which becomes a line of 49 letters by the setting of SI under 0. Line 
34, having similar combinations with I at the same part of the line, 
contains the same number of letters; but in 35 a X under IT at this 
part of the line changes the number back to 48 again. No departure 
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from this figure appears in the remaining lines of the fragment 
although, as elsewhere, the stoichedon is only approximate.) 

Line 51. — "The initial II is legible on the stone." F. 

Line 52.— AIPE0EIS[I]. K. AIPE0EI2[IN]. S. The N is com- 
monly added in this inscription; one more letter is needed in the line. 

Line 56. — "There is no vacant space before EH." F. 

Line 63. — As restored in the Corpus, there is a sudden drop in 
the number of letters from 48 or 49, to 46. This can be avoided by 
the insertion of KAI before EIII SENIA. 

Line 64- — On the stone appear not only the ^i^ur/ia but also the 
ffvvdrJKai. I understand the order to the Secretary to mention both, 
the latter in the lacuna in the next line which has never been filled 
out. This order of words is unusual but paralleled by IG, II 2 , 330, 25. 
These two parts may be bound together and a line of more suitable 
length obtained by the insertion of KAI after ANArPA^AI AE. 

Line 65.— [KAI TAS STNGHKAS]. S. See preceding note. 

Line 67— EII[I THI AI0IKH2EI 020N AN TS2I AHMfll 
«$AIN]HTAI. K. This reading, hesitatingly proposed by Wilamo- 
witz, gives a line of 52 letters. My reading, [TO ANAAQMA AN 
TEN]HTAI, which is a substitute for the usual TO ANAAS2MA 
TENOMENON, gives a line of 49 letters. 

Lines 70-80. — The Corpus is wrong in indicating that these 
lines are not written stoichedon. Lines 71 and 72 are the only 
exceptions to this arrangement. Mr. Ferguson offers the following 
explanation of the dislocation of letters here: "The stone-cutter 
omitted the second A of [AaKe8ai\iJoviuv and partly erased the 
portion here enclosed in brackets, in order to make the correction. 
I fancy that he observed his error when he reached the airavTa of 
line 72. This word is spread out so that its final A comes nearly 
under the O of irpds. The rest of the fragment is stoichedon." 
By this he means that the alignment established in 72 is thereafter 
maintained on this fragment. At first this crowding appears to 
be only another instance of the tendency commented upon in the 
note to line 48. But we have not only the erasure to explain but also 
the fact that the next line, which in the same space has the same num- 
ber of iotas, is not aligned with it but with the line above, 70. There- 
fore, Mr. Ferguson's explanation is probably correct. I doubt whether 
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the spacing of AIIANTA should be connected with the erasure. It 
looks to me rather as if the combination Ifl in AAKEAAIMONIfiN 
above were responsible for the dropping of a letter in line 72 through 
the even spacing of this word AIIANTA. 

Line 70 — [AAKEAAIM0NI0I2 KAI]. K. My restorations are 
based upon a line normally 48 letters in length to correspond with 
both the preceding \prj4>i.fffia and the final portions, fragments c, b, 
as restored in the Corpus. 

Line 71.— IIP02 [THN BOTAHN KAI TON AHMON TON]. K. 

Lines 72-73.— [T]OTS ONTAS KAI ATTO[TS]. K. For my 
reading cf. IG, IP, 43, e^elvai av[r]u[L e\evdip]ui 6vtl nai avrovdficci, 
iro\ir[evofiev](oi. irokireiav rjv av (36\r]Tai; and IG, II 2 , 44, ?x*[" T v\ v 
eavr&v XaAKt5e[as i\\evdip]os 6i>ra[s «ai] avrovo/ws. See also lines 
14-16 of this inscription. 

In the remainder of this fragment (through line 81) the restora- 
tions of the Corpus are restricted to completing the words on the 
edge of the fracture and to supplying the two phrases [Kara] rd 
ir&Tpta (73) and [eav 8e t]is (77). Otherwise the restorations 
are my own, based on the regular formulae. See Larfeld, Griech. 
Epigraphik, II, 727 ff . 

Lines 82 ff. — I have been unable to combine these fragments 
with the last lines of the preceding. A close resemblance will be 
noticed between my restoration of 80 and the preserved words in 
83. The combination of letters HA in my restoration f) aducei 
of line 79 also resembles the reported HA of line 82. But these 
similarities are probably accidental. At least, I have not been 
able to arrange the letters in lines 79 and 80 so that they shall fall 
two spaces to the left of their present position and thus coincide 
with the arrangement in lines 82 and 83. Perhaps this can be done. 
For the present, however, I understand a gap between lines 81 and 82. 

Line 87— [KAI innAPXOTS v v]. K. I have preferred TONAE 
TON OPKON before the asyndetic OMNTQ. This restoration leaves 
but one vacant space. 

Line 90. — [AAKEAAIMONIQN]. K. I prefer partitive apposition 
to the partitive genitive because of the parallel construction in 84-86. 

Lines 95-96.— ST[NOHKHN TAS nOAEIS EN STHAAI]S. 
K. My reading is based on lines 42-43. 
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